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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, W W  
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Neil Mehta 
71 Glen Road #3 
Jamaica Plain. MA 02130 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commsrioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Commurucahons Conmussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngon, D.C. 20554 

Dear M~chael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to MY FCC-mandated adopuon of "broadcast flpg" technology for d i p d  
television. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly thit such i pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
&ts,  and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer elcctromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
thar customers. Allowngmovie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpmmt d enable the studios to 
tell technologstr what new products they can craate. ' h s  dl result in products thnt don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result III me b a g  charged more money for mfenor 
functmndity. 

If  the FCC issuer L broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less L U y  to mpke an rnvestmrnt m DTV-capable 
recmvers m d  other equipment. I dl not pay more for dcvlccs that h u t  my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Pleare do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thonk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Derek Suzuh 
320 N. Cinc Dr. #lo3 
Walnut Creek, CA 94596 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicntioni Commbmon 
445 12th StrceL N W  
Washgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m 
and citizen. I feel strongly that mch a poliay would be bad fm innovatim. cmmma i&b. nnd h e  ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for comumer electronico must be rooted in menufacturen' ability to innovate for their cumtornem AUowiq 
mone studios to veto features of !JTV-rcccption equipment will enable the rmdiD0 ta tell technologirts whnt new produd they can 
create This will r c d t  in producb that dw't  neceosuily reflect whnt c o m m  Wrs me nctunuy want, and it could r e d t  in me b e b  
c-ed more money for inferior tinctionaliq 

If the FCC i s m 0  P broadcM w mnndate. I would actunlly be lci i  liknly to msks M inveltment in DTV-capable receivm and o h  
equipment I will not pay mare for devicei that limit my d&t# at thc behest of Hollywood P h ~ e  do not mnndate hroadcm @ 
technology for digitnl tclcvidon W you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Mark Lilbeck 
zoo Rector Plnce n188 
New York NY 10280 
USA 

to voice my oppoaition to MY F C C - m d t e d  h p t i o m  of "brosdcsrt flag tcchnolo$y for *tal tclnidom h a c m m m a  
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 17th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandatsd adoptlon 61 "brosdcast flag" technology for d l g h l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electmnlcr m u s t  be rooted In manutacturen' ablllty to lnnwate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlor b veb features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and R could reault In me belng charged m e n  money for Infcrlor fundlonalttj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aaually be leas llkely to make an Inwstment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest al Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Scan Castelll 
I66 Henry Street 
San Franclsco, CA 941 14 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Anthony Giannini 
1705 Briarwood Dr 
Johnsburg. IL 60050 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon ni "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As e 
consumer and ciilzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bod for Innwstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adaptlon of D N  

A robust, competltbe marker for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to InnoMte for thelr 
customem Allowlng movle budlos to veto hatures ni DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the budlor to tell technologloa 
what new products they can create Thl i  wlll raault In products that don't necemrl ly Mlect what conaumerr Ilk me 
actually want, and ii could rewlt In me belng charged mom money for Inhrlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would ectually be lase llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recotam 
and other equlpment I WIII not pay more for devlces thot hii my rbhta at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slneerely, 

Vlncent Sherel 
4718 Thlrd Ave 
Bensalem, PA 19020 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federa tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th streat NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am Wrltlng to MlCe my opposRlon to any FtGmandnted adoptlen of "broadcast flag" technology b r  dlgttal televlslen As B 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy mruld be bad b r  Innmtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robus, competittve market for consumer electronlcs muSt be rooted In manufacturers' rblltty to Innovate (or thelr 
customers Al lwlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV.rcccptlon cqulpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would amal ly  be less Illcely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and ether equlpmrnt I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmR my rlohta at the behest of Holl)wnod Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror dlglta televlrlon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Mark Scrtvener 
1422 SaJak Ave 
San Jose, CA 95131 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrmsrioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federnl Commwcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnbng to voice my oppormon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for died 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strondy that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve marh t  for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of D'W-recepaon equpment d l  enable the studos to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. ' f l u s  wll result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and i t  could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
funchonllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for dcvlccs that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal tclemsion. Thank you for your bme. 

Sincerely, 

Trevor Placker 
2235 Clliformi St 
#235 
Mountam View, CA 94040 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me baing charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flas mandate. I would actuallv be less likelv to 
make an investment in DTV-capable-receivers and other equipment I will noi pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Michael Gibson 
707 West 1400 South 
Woods Cross. UT 8 4 0 8 7  
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am,,writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

liza ezbiansky 
109 Ludlow St 
017 
New York. NY 10002 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrmrsioner Uchael J. Coppi 
Federal C o m m ~ c n h o n s  Cornnuision 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "brondcait fllg" technology for dgd 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for mnovmon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robus\ compehhve m u h t  for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to imovate for 
their customers. AUovnng movie ~ t ~ d i o ~  to veto foaturea of DTV-rccepbon cqupment d enable the studos to 
tell tedmologxts what new products thsy can crate. Tlus d result m products that don't necersdy reflect 
what consumers like me actunlly wmt, and it could result m me bung charged more money for mfenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues P broadcast flag mandate, I would nctudly be less hkely to mnke m investment m DTV-capable 
recmverr znd other equpmcnt. I anll not pay more for dcvlcer that h u t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dptd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Bamhirt 
290 SE 10th Cirde 
North Bend, WA 98045 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

~ommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear MIchaeI Coppo 

I am wrklng to wlce my opposltlon to any FtCmandated adoptlon al Ubroadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon ps a 
consumer and clzen, I feel strongly that such n pollcy would be bad for Innwatlen, consumer rlghb. and the ultlmate 
adaptlan of D N  

A robust, competltke market for consumer eleetronles must be rooted In manuheturen' ablltty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veto features of DN-recepflon equlpment wlll enable the dudlos to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In product3 that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for In(srlorfundl0nalky 

ir the FCC ~ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehws 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for davkaa that llmh my rlghts at the behest of Holl)mrood Pleaae do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  televlalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Steve Pelletler 
1231 Oaklawn Rd 
Arcadla, CA 91006 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCGmandabd sdoptlon 01"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly thet such a pallcy w u l d  be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust competkke market (or consumer elsaronks must be rooted In rnanutacturem' ablllkj to lnnwate lor thelr 
customers Allmlng movle studlos to veto features 64 DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rdlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money (or lnlcrlor funalonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag m'dndate, I would actually be loss llkely to make nn Investment In DTV-capable recehnm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmt my rlght3at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadca9t flag technology for dlgllal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Greg Whlte 
1014 E Evelyn Ave 
Sunnpele, CA94088 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlehael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th area. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wralng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon ps a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly thet such a pollcy would be bad (or Innmtlon, consumer rlghto, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, compettke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturen' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
custornen Allowlng movk stud103 to veto ?@situres ol DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable th@ studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producta that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an lnwstment In DN-capable reeelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandnte 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you (or your time 

Slncerely, 

George Nemeyer 
4885 Beth Rd 
Dayton, OH 45424 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

commissioner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to wlce my oppostlon to any FCCmandeted adoptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
connumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of WV 

A robust, competkke market for consumer electmnlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate (or thelr 
custemen Allowlng movle studlos toveto hatuns of DW-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsh 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produeCr that don't necessrrlly refled what eonsumcn Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money (or Inferlorfunetlonsllty 

If the FCC ISSURB a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less Ilksly to make an Investment In DW-capable recekam 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more (or devlcen that llmlt my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal teievlslon Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely, 

Tony Bales 
1754 Welllngtnn 
Chicago, IL 60657 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Straet. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlpltsl televlslon ps B 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwptlon, consumer rlghh. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D W  

A robust competklve market for conrumer eledronlcr must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allewlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the atudlos to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlcrlor functlonrltt$ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would rctuslly be less I lb ly  to make an lnveatment In DlVcapable reeelvan 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology for dlgltsl televlabn Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Taylor 
70 PacWlc Street #211 
Csmbrldge. MA 02139 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely. 

Dan Anghelescu 
966 East Ridgewood Blvd 
Township Of Washington. NJ 07676 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsolon 
445 12th Street, NW 
WashlngMn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to vnlce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  telwlslon As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such B pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmete 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. competttke market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhdurerr' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veto features ol DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the ttudlos to tell technologlrh 
what new products they can create Thlr Wll result In products that don't necerrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually wsnt, and t could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandate I would actually be lass Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recewrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces Mat llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadca9t flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Rkhard G Harman Jr 
5810 Pratt Coufi 
Alerandrla, VA 22310 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlsolaner Mlchael J Coppo 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrRlng to volce my OpposItlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslen As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pallcy would be bad for Innavatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust CempetRh market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhduren' abllkg to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movb studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell tochnologlats 
what new producb they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't neceararlly rdlect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged men money fer lnlarlor Wnctlonaltj 

If the FCC 198ues a broadcast flag mandata I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable r e c e h n  
and Other equlpment I wlll not pOy more lor devlces that llmi? my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal telwhlon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Douglas Harrls 
1517 ShrdUstWRy 
Medtord, OR 97504 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lest likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Brian Foster 
56 E Main St #3  
Merrimac. MA 01860 
USA 



October 17 .  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my OPPosition to anv FCC-mandated adontmn of "broadcast ~ ~~~ ~~ ~ ~ 

flay" technology for digithi television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

James Kania 
903 Kings Post Rd 
Rockledge. FL 32955 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Waslungon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for diptd 
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel otrongly that such a pohcymould be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhrnate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve marlut for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufactureis' abrLty to mnovate for 
thmr customers. Alloulng movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studio9 to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. This cnll result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Llu me actually want, and it could result m me bang chasged more money for rnfenor 
funcaonllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flq mandate, I would actually be less hkdy to m&e an mvesfment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmcnt. I wll not pay more for devices that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dig~td telmsion. Thank you for your tune. 

Smcerely, 

Bnan Gilstrap 
129 N. Bompvt 
Webrtcr Groves, MO 63119 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my ODDosition to anv FCC-mandated adODtion of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digiti) television As a consumer and Citizen, 1-feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Jeffrey Parker 
17117 Gulf Blvd # 2 4 5  
North Redington Beach, FL 33708 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner MIchaeI J Copps 
Federal communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FtCmandated adoptlon ol "broadcast flao" technology lor d lgb l  televlslon Aa a 
consumer and cttlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a p l l cy  would be bod lor Innantlon, consumer rlghts nnd the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust compettth'e market lor consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllny to Innovate lor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlor to veto teatures ol DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the ttudlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesaarlly reflect what conrumen llke me 
actually want. and tt could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlor lunctlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate I would octur~lly be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable f€iCelvsm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dwlcas that llrnlt my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology lor dlglt.1 televlalon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Chrlstopher Laldlaw 
31 McAllster Drh'e 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I ern wrklng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandnted adOptlOn of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon AB e 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adaptlon ol D N  

A robust, cornpetitbe market for consumer e l rmonkr  rnuat be ro&d In manufacturers' ebllhy to lnnonte b r  thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo3 to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the atudlos to tell technologlrts 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily Mlect  what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and k Could result In me belng charged more money b r  Inferlor functlonalb 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable ToceIvdm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh t  televlslon Thank you b r  your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Jlrl Lebl 
9635 Genesee Ave E l  
San Dlego. CA 92121 
USA 


